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26753. Adulteration and misbranding of H. P. Healing Balm. U. S. v. 280
Packages of H. P. Healing Balm. Default decree of condemnation
and destruction., (F. & D. no. 37684, Sample no. 68068-B.)

This product was represented on the container and in an accompanying
circular to be antiseptic, and in the circular to be harmless, when it was not
antiseptic and was capable of producing lead poisoning; and the package, the
container, and the circular bore and contained false and fraudulent repre-
sentations regarding its curative or therapeutic effects with respect to specified
diseases and ailments.

On April 28, 1936, the United States attorney for the District of Utah,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 280 packages of H. P. Heal-
ing Balm at Salt Lake City, Utah, alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce on or about January 6, 1936, by the H. P. Co., from We-
natchee, Wash., and that it was adulterated and misbranded in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article showed that it consisted essentially of
lead oleate and perfume material incorporated in an ointment base. A bac-
teriological test showed that it was not antiseptic.

It was alleged to be adulterated in that its strength fell below the professed
standard or quality, namely, “Antiseptic”, under which it was sold.

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements, (con-
tainer) “H. P. Antiseptic”, and (circular accompanying the package) “Anti-
septic * * * H. P. is a ‘high powered’ antiseptic * * * H. P. is a
Powerful antiseptic * * * These then are the properties of this remark-
able chemical compound: * * * A high powered antiseptic * * #* In
fact I have never had anything as a germicide or antiseptic to equal it”, were
false and misleading, since it was not antiseptic. It was alleged to be mis-
branded further in that the statements, contained in the circular, “Harm-
less * * * REvery element destructive to tissue has been chemically neu-
tralized. * * * Mild to use—so mild you may use it freely on baby’s
flesh, * * * Does not injure healthy tissue * * * There is no * * *
injurious drug used in its manufacture that will deleteriously affect the skin or
flesh. Use it freely on baby’s flesh., * * * there can be positively no ill
effects if quantities are used. * * * But to make it harmless to healthy
tissue, every element destructive to tissue has been chemically neutral-
ized * * * js harmless even to the flesh of a baby”, were false and mislead-
ing since the article was a lead-oleate ointment and as such was capable of
producing lead poisoning. It was alleged to be misbranded further in that
statements on the package, the container, and in an accompanying circular,
contained false and fraudulent representations regarding its curative or
therapeutic effects with respect to piles, hemorrhoids, putrid sores, all sores and
infections, proud flesh, gangrene, lead poisoning, gunshot wounds, eczema, tick
bites, barber’s itch, cuts, wounds, felons, boils, carbuncles, erysipelas, blood
poisoning, X-ray burns, ringworm, impetigo, nasal infection, sinus trouble,
hay fever, ulcers, and mercury sores. g

On June 27, 1936, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

W. R. Greea, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26734, Misbranding of Mother Beach Stomach Tablets. U. S. v. 56 Bottles of
. Mother Beach Stomach Tablets. Default decree of econdemnation and
destruction. (F. & D. no. 37685. Sample no. 63158-B.)

The label of this product bore false and fraudulent representations regarding
its curative or therapeutic effects.

On April 27, 1936, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Wisconsin, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
distriect court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 53 bottles of
Mother Beach Stomach Tablets at Chippewa Falls, Wis., alleging that the
article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about March 8, 1936,
from Cedar Rapids, Iowa, by the Shores Co., and that it was misbranded in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article showed that it consisted essentially of
sodium carbonate (12.1 grains), bismuth subnitrate (9.2 grains), magnesium
oxide (8 grains), and starch. ‘

It was alleged to be misbranded in that statements regarding its curative
or therapeutic effects, borne on the label, “Stomach Tablets Stomach troubles
quickly disappear. * * * Money refunded if stomach trouble does not
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disappear. Stomach sufferers, here we have a remedy that we guarantee will
quickly make disappear stomach ulcers, overcomes indigestion, dyspepsia,
belching, headaches, * * * Dbloating, bad tasting breath, * * * lack
of appetite, gnawing empty feeling, lump in the stomach and other stomach
symptoms. Reports show chronic and acute cases respond readily to this
treatment. Seventy-five per cent of human ailments originate in the stomach.
To neglect your stomach troubles is to court danger”, falsely and fraudulently
represented that the article would be effective in producing the effects claimed.

On June 5, 1936, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

W. R. Greaa, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26755. Adulteration and misbranding of epinephrine chloride solution. U. S.
v. 2 Packages of Epinephrine Chloride. Default decree of condemna-
tion and destruction. (F. & D. no. 37704. Sample no. 67989--B.)

This article contained less epinephrine chloride than the quantity represented
.on the label. .

On May 7, 1936, the United State attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
a libel praying seizure and condemnation of two packages, each containing 12
ampoules, of an article labeled “Epinephrine 1:1000”, at Denver, Colo., alleging
that it had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about December 12, 1934,
from St. Louis, Mo., consigned by the Cole Chemical Co., and that it was
adulterated and misbranded in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. '

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that its strength fell below
the professed standard or quality under which it was sold, namely, “Epinephrine
1:1000 * * * TEach Ampule contains 1 CC. ofa * * * 1:1000 Solution
of Epinephrine Chloride.”

It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements on the package and
on the cartons of the individual ampoules, “Epinephrine 1:1000 * * *
Each Ampule contains 1 CC. of a * * * 1:1000 Solution of Epinephrine
Chloride”, were false and misleading. .

On July 1, 1938, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

W. R. GrEgGe, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26756. Misbranding of rubbing alcohol compound and witch hazel. U. 8. v.
119 Bottles of Rubbing Alcohol Compound and 67 Bottles of Witch
Hazel. Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D.
nos. 37740, 37741, Sample nos. 62668-B, 62691-B.)

The rubbing alcohol compound contained no ordinary (ethyl) aleohol, but
consisted of isopropyl alcohol (the quantity or proportion of which was mnot
declared on the label), and water; and the article designated as “Double Dis-
tilled Witch Hazel or Hamamelis N.F.” bore false and fraudulent curative and
therapeutic claims on its label.

On May 18, 1936, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Virginia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed a libel
in the district court praying seizure and condemnation of 119 bottles of rubbing
alcohol compound and 67 bottles of Double Distilled Witch Hazel or Hamamelis
N.F. at Roanoke, Va., alleging that the articles had been shipped in intersctate
commerce on or about January 28, 1936, by Sheray, Inc., from New York, N. Y.,
and that they were misbranded in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

The rubbing alcohol compound was alleged to be misbranded in that said
description on the label was false and misleading, since it represented that the
article consisted of ordinary (ethyl) alcohol, when in fact it consisted of a
mixture of isopropyl alcohol, a byproduct of the petroleum-refining industry,
and water. Said article was alleged to be misbranded further in that the
label failed to bear a declaration of the quantity or proportion of isopropyl
alcohol contained therein, since the statement “Isopropyl Alcohol 7¢ Proof”,
on the label, was meaningless.

The Double Distilled Witch Hazel or Hamamelis N.F. was alleged to be mis-
branded in that the statement appearing upon the label, “For the relief of
* * * painful swellings, lame back, piles, sore throat, * * * rheuma-
tism, * * * etc.”, falsely and fraudulently represented that the article
was capable of producing the curative or therapeutic effects claimed in said
statement.

On July 16, 1936, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and it was ordered that the products be destroyed.

W. R. GerEga, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



